view of most of their audience), urged soldiers who had
lost both legs to grin gleefully into the camera. How many
such pictures 1 have seen! I agree that the unlucky
amputees must be encouraged to help themselves and to
go on living as good a life as they can even without legs.
But I will bet anything that; when those .soldiers had their
pictures taken they were not in the happy frame of mind
that their photographs exhibit. Quite certainly they must
have felt sorry for themselves over their lost legs. In a
discussion of this subject that I once engaged in, someone
said it was very convincing and reassuring, i.e. a highly
humanitarian journalistic proof of medical progress to
display people whose legs had been amputated who were
capable of smiling at the camera, I remarked that so far
as I was concerned, the combination of medical progress
and amputated legs was shown much more convincingly
and reassuringly by four lines that appeared in the Vienna
papers after the popular and dearly beloved Viennese
actor Alexander Gtrardi, who suffered severely from
diabetes, had a leg amputated. The hospital director sent
out a notice to the newspapers requesting the public, if
anyone should have any contact with Girardi, not to upset
him by mentioning that he had had a leg cut off, because
he did not know about it* In my opinion that is a con-
vincing and reassuring proof of medical progress-not
poor crippled soldiers grinning, obviously under com-
pulsion, into a commercial camera,

o

Self-pity! 1 have yet to discover the real reason why
so many people despise and deride it. I do not see whyugh my mind as I saw it), Sam hadegs. She wanted them for her own littleng, leaning against a piece of furniture, or
